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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• tf the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- tf NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 December 2004 . 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 7-24 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 7-24 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: Amendment filed 12/21/04. 

2. Claims 1-24 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 9, and 17, are independent claims. 

3. The rejections of claims 1-24 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mueller 
has been withdrawn as necessitated by the amendment. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In reference to dependent claim 5, the claim recites the phrase, "performing a pan function on 
the likeness". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The 
Examiner's suggestion of changing said phrase to "performing a pan function on the likeness of 
the paper", will overcome this rejection. 

In reference to dependent claim 6, the claim recites the phrase, "performing a zoom function 
on the likeness". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The 
Examiner's suggestion of changing said phrase to "performing a pan function on the likeness of 
the paper", will overcome this rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stern et 
al., Pub. No. US 2003/0200507 filed (06/02/03) in view of Hennings et al., USPN 6,763,496 
filed (03/31/99). 

In reference to independent claim 1, Stern teaches: 

The version of the entity, which is stored in the mark-up language format, such as XML, 
preferably contains the actual content of the newspaper object (compare to "storing a version of 
a mass-produced printed paper"). See Stern, page 4, paragraph [0046], 

The structure of the published content uses the interactive capabilities of the Web page to 
their fullest extent, by enabling the user to view different portions of the content in any desired 
order, with links between these portions being made according to the information in the content 
and/or according to the type of content (compare to "forming a link within the version 
between a first location within the paper and a second location, the version being 
displayable on a display device as a likeness of the paper"). See Stern, page 1, paragraph 
[0008]. Without any further description of the link within the limitations of the claim, the 
language does not preclude the Examiner from utilizing the links taught by Stern to provide a 
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proficient description of Applicant's claim invention and more specifically, a link between two 
different locations of a paper. 

The XML distiller module is able to recognize such features of the printed newspaper 
page as double pages, and the presence of different sections and subsections in the printed 
newspaper. Such an analysis is most preferably presented to the user through a graphic user 
interface in a visual representation (compare to "the first location being displayable on the 
display device as part of the likeness"). See Stem, page 4, [0041]. 

The reference discloses the presentation of different sections, subsections, and links, 
within a newspaper. The visual presentation may display each entity with a unique color, and 
displaying each element with a special hatching pattern and title. See Stern, page 4, [0041]. The 
reference fails to explicitly state highlighting the link and making the link selectable by a user to 
cause an operation associated with the second location. Hennings provides contextual 
information converting linked documents promoted to display pages that contain hyperlinks to 
those documents. The contextual information can be immediately displayed, or it can be 
selectively displayed in response to a user selecting a text hyperlink anchor or a picture icon 
hyperlink anchor. More specifically, a user typically views documents on the Internet with a web 
browser. The web browser is able to distinguish hyperlinks from other HTML content, which 
allows the browser to highlight the hyperlink anchors and/or change the cursor shape and/or 
color to inform the user that the underlying text or graphic is a hyperlink (compare to 
"highlighting to indicate the link and selectable by a user to cause an operation associated 
with the second location"). See column 6, lines 45-67. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Stern and Hennings before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the webpage 
newspaper publication methods taught by Stern to include the hyperlink methods Hennings, 
because it would have provided a view to newspaper publication information before accepting a 
layout presented by the interactive capabilities of the web page to their fullest extent. 
Furthermore, the information provided by the highlighted links taught by Hennings would have 
provided extensive information to the user and allowed for the creation of precise structure for 
the various newspaper objects. 
In reference to dependent claim 2, Stern teaches: 

Such relatively low quality may be caused by the relatively low level of the original font 
and style recognition, and to error rate caused by the OCR (optical character recognition) 
process, which may be as high as 0-20% of all characters or even higher. See Stern, page 4, 
paragraph [0052]. 

In reference to dependent claim 3, Stern teaches: 

The newspaper page is viewed as a collection of individual objects, which are organized 
according to a particular order on the printed newspaper page. Examples of such objects include, 
but are not limited to, a picture, a story, a headline, advertisements, and so forth. See Stern, page 
2, paragraph [0026]. The reference does not explicitly disclose watch list term; however, the 
story or headline provides a similar feature as a watch term included within the newspaper 
because they are distinct objects within on the newspaper page and displayable to a user in a 
visual presentation. 

In reference to dependent claim 4-6, Stern teaches: 
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The result could be the processing of the distinct objects within the newspaper page and 
could include, but are not limited to, a picture, a story, a headline, advertisements, and so forth. 
See Stern, page 2, paragraph [0026]. 
In reference to dependent claim 7, Stern teaches: 

The user is then most preferably able to manually edit these intelligent analysis results. 
Also most preferably, XML distiller module is able to learn while the user is performing such a 
manual editing process. See Stern, page 4, paragraph [0041]. 
In reference to dependent claim 8, Stern teaches: 

The reference discloses the presentation of different sections, subsections, and links, 
within a newspaper. The visual presentation may display each entity with a unique color, and 
displaying each element with a special hatching pattern and title. See Stern, page 4, [0041]. The 
reference fails to explicitly state highlighting the link and making the link selectable by a user to 
cause an operation associated with the second location. Hennings provides contextual 
information converting linked documents promoted to display pages that contain hyperlinks to 
those documents. The contextual information can be immediately displayed, or it can be 
selectively displayed in response to a user selecting a text hyperlink anchor or a picture icon 
hyperlink anchor. More specifically, a user typically views documents on the Internet with a web 
browser. The web browser is able to distinguish hyperlinks from other HTML content, which 
allows the browser to highlight the hyperlink anchors and/or change the cursor shape and/or 
color to inform the user that the underlying text or graphic is a hyperlink (compare to 
"highlighting to indicate the link and selectable by a user to cause an operation associated 
with the second location"). See column 6, lines 45-67. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Stern and Hennings before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the webpage 
newspaper publication methods taught by Stern to include the hyperlink methods Hennings, 
because it would have provided a view to newspaper publication information before accepting a 
layout presented by the interactive capabilities of the web page to their fullest extent. 
Furthermore, the information provided by the highlighted links taught by Hennings would have 
provided extensive information to the user and allowed for the creation of precise structure for 
the various newspaper objects. 

In reference to claims 9-16, the limitations reflect the system comprising instructions used for 
performing the methods as claimed in claims 1-8, respectively, and in further view of the 
following, are rejected under similar rationale. 

In reference to claims 17-24, the limitations reflect the computer program product comprising 
instructions used for performing the methods as claimed in claims 1-8, respectively, and in 
further view of the following, are rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1-24 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

It is respectfully noted that applicant's incorporation of newly formed limitations within 
the independent claim 1, changes the scope of the claim's limitations when interpreted as a 
whole. Therefore, the instant rejections have been adjusted accordingly. 
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Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Ludwig whose telephone number is 571-272-4127. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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